
           

 

BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS AGENDA
Thursday, August 2, 2012

6:30 p.m.

Coon Rapids City Center

Council Chambers

           

Memo Re: Consideration of Appeals from David Brodie, City Attorney
 

Call to Order
 

Roll Call
 

Adopt Agenda
 

Approval of Minutes of Previous Meeting on March 1, 2012
 

New Business
 

1. Special Assessment Objection, Angie and John Heck, 3101 116th Lane NW, 16-31-24-22-0084, Case

12-18V
 

2. Special Assessment Objection, Counselor Realty for Federal National Mortgage Association, 11915

Wintergreen Street NW, 11-31-24-42-0011, Case 12-19V
 

3. Special Assessment Objection, Greg and Gary Dehn of Premier McKay LLC, 3789 Coon Rapids Blvd,

17-31-24-21-0045, Case 12-20V
 

4. Special Assessment Objection, CitiMortgage Inc., 559 109th Avenue NW, 13-31-24-34-0063, Case

12-21V
 

5. Special Assessment Objection, Jeffrey Worms, Undeveloped Residential Lots East of 10212 Mississippi

Blvd, 21-31-24-44-0052, Case 12-22V
 

6. Special Assessment Objection, James Verdich, 2028 105th Avenue NW, 22-31-24-31-0113, Case 12-23V
 

7. Special Assessment Objection, Tiffany Crawford, 12400 Thrush Street NW, 10-31-24-22-0106, Case

12-24V
 

8. Special Assessment Objection, Dennis Blue, 11227 Crocus Street NW, 16-31-24-42-0045, Case 12-25V
 

9. Special Assessment Objection, Steven Palmer, 11916 Kerry Street NW, 09-31-24-32-0083, Case 12-26V
 

Other Business
 

Adjourn
 

  

  



   

Board of Adjustment and Appeals - Regular Session             

Meeting Date: 08/02/2012  

Subject: Memo Re: Consideration of Appeals from David Brodie, City Attorney

From: David Brodie, City Attorney

INFORMATION:

One of the Board's functions under City Code Sections 3-208 and 11-336 is to consider and decide appeals from

decisions made by the Zoning Administrator and other City staff.  In those cases, the Board shall "interpret,

construe, and decide meanings of the zoning and building codes; but the Board shall not determine the validity of

any such provision of the code."  Code Section 3-208.  A two-thirds (2/3) vote of all Board members is required to

overrule a City staff decision.  Code Section 11-337.  An aggrieved party may appeal the Board's decision to the

City Council within ten (10) days of notice of this decision.  Code Section 11-334.

 

The appeal hearing, while conducted during the Board's regular meeting, is not a public hearing that requires an

opportunity for public comment.  The Board may conduct the hearing as it sees fit.  Staff suggests that City staff

present its position first with the appellant following.  The Board would be able to ask questions of either party as it

sees fit.  Staff requests that the Board execute the Order found on the bottom of appellant's original notice of appeal.



   

Board of Adjustment and Appeals - Regular Session             

Meeting Date: 08/02/2012  

SUBJECT: Approval of Minutes of Previous Meeting on March 1, 2012

Attachments

Minutes from March 1, 2012 Meeting



COON RAPIDS BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS MEETING MINUTES OF 
MARCH 1, 2012
The regular meeting of the Coon Rapids Board of Adjustment and Appeals was called to order 
by Chairman Wessling at 6:30 p.m. on Thursday, March 1, 2012, in the Council Chambers.

Members Present: Chairman Gary Wessling, Commissioners Jeanette Rosand, 
Teri Spano-Madden, Trish Thorup and Aaron Vande Linde.

Members Absent: None.

Staff Present: Housing and Zoning Coordinator Cheryl Bennett, Assistant City Attorney 
David Brodie, Neighborhood Coordinator Kristin DeGrande, and Patrol 
Officer Steve Beberg.

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

CALL TO ORDER

Chairman Wessling called the meeting to order at 6:30 p.m.

APPROVAL OF THE MARCH 1, 2012, AGENDA.

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER ROSAND, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER THORUP, TO 
APPROVE THE MARCH 1, 2012, AGENDA AS SUBMITTED.  THE MOTION PASSED 
UNANIMOUSLY.

APPROVAL OF THE FEBRUARY 2, 2012, MEETING MINUTES.

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER SPANO-MADDEN, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER 
ROSAND, TO APPROVE THE FEBRUARY 2, 2012, MEETING MINUTES AS 
PRESENTED. THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

Assistant City Attorney Brodie reviewed the guidelines for the Board of Adjustments and 
Appeals established for the purpose of hearing objections to special assessments.  He noted that 
the guidelines are intended to make the hearings meaningful and to allow for the meeting to be 
completed in a timely manner.  After reviewing an objection, the Board will make a 
recommendation to City Council.  This recommendation will affirm, modify or rescind the 
proposed assessment.  He reviewed that the process is to first hear information from city staff
and then hear from the property owner after which the Board will discuss the matter and make a 
decision.  He commented that tonight's meeting is to hear objections to the special assessment 
and is not an appeal to the underlying citation.  He reviewed that the Board has reviewed the 
written objections.  He commented that a five minute time limit has been established for 
presenting each case.

1. CASE 12-05V – DEREK GLOWACKI (POA FOR DONALD GLOWACKI) – 10024 
COTTONWOOD STREET – SPECIAL ASSESSMENT OBJECTION (Agenda Item 3)

Chairman Wessling asked for staff comments.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande stated the 
special assessment is an administrative citation for long grass and the cost of mowing.  She 
stated that the administrative citation was posted on the property and a copy sent to the same 
address, which she noted was the property owner’s address on file at Anoka County.  It was 
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returned as undeliverable.  She acknowledged that Mr. Glowacki does not reside at this address 
any longer.

Derek Glowacki, 19255 Landers Street, Elk River, stated he has power of attorney for his father 
and is objecting to the special assessment.  He stated that he spoke with a neighbor to this 
property and learned that someone had mowed the lawn.  He also stated that he spoke to the city 
and found out that there was a citation.  He stated that when he visited his father's property there 
was no mail present and there was no posting on the door.  He stated he pays the utility bills that 
come to his address taken from the city's database.  He explained that his father is not living at 
the house now and that he has cared for the property for two years while his father is living at 
Guardian Angels in Elk River.  He stated that although the citation says the grass was 10 inches,
the picture does not show how long it was.  He stated a ruler should be used to show this.  He 
noted he was not warned and did not know until afterward that there was a concern about the 
grass.  He stated that if notification had been received by mail, he could have followed through.

Commissioner Spano-Madden stated that Mr. Glowacki should have received proper notification 
before being expected to pay. She noted that the City had Mr. Glowacki’s address on file.

Commissioner Rosand stated that Mr. Glowacki has been paying the utility bills and that the bills 
come to him at his address in Elk River.  Mr. Glowacki confirmed that they come to his address 
in Elk River as he has power of attorney.

Commissioner Rosand noted that the mail was returned and was not forwarded.  Neighborhood 
Coordinator DeGrande stated that law requires they send notice to the property owner listed on 
the tax records which is why it was sent to the property address. She confirmed that mail sent to 
the Cottonwood address was returned and that she believed it is no longer forwarded.

Mr. Glowacki confirmed that mail is no longer forwarded.

Commissioner Vande Linde stated that code requires notification be sent to the registered 
homeowner’s address.  He commented that the tax statement should be sent to Elk River if the 
tax records are appropriately updated.  He reviewed that the city sent the citation to the property 
address because that is the address on record. He commented that the utility records are a 
separate issue.  Mr. Glowacki stated he did provide his address for the property taxes and did not 
know how this was missed.

Chairman Wessling commented that the property was not being properly maintained.  He 
reviewed that staff followed the procedures and did their work correctly.  Commissioner 
Vande Linde stated that the records were not indicating an Elk River address.

Assistant City Attorney Brodie stated that the property owner is sent the notice because the 
person who pays the taxes is not always who owns the property noting that it could be a 
mortgage company or the property owner’s son.  He stated that this has been an issue previously.
He noted that staff followed City code in this matter.  He stated that vacant property in Coon 
Rapids needs to be maintained.
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Commissioner Spano-Madden noted that the property owner was not notified because the mail 
was returned to the city.  Commissioner Rosand stated that the citation notes that there was a 
posting and commented that the city requires two methods of contact, which are posting and by 
mail.

Mr. Glowacki stated that he did not see any posting on the door, garage or anywhere on the 
property.  He stated that he learned of the matter from speaking with a neighbor who confirmed 
that someone had mowed the grass.

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER ROSAND, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER 
VANDE LINDE, IN CASE 12-05V, THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS 
RECOMMENDS THE CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE SPECIAL ASSESSMENT OF $300 IN 
ITS ENTIRETY.

THE MOTION PASSED 4 – 1 (SPANO-MADDEN).

2. CASE 12-08V – LESLIE PRICE – 1947 108TH LANE NW – SPECIAL ASSESSMENT 
OBJECTION (Agenda Item 6)

Chairman Wessling asked staff for comments. Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande reviewed 
that the administrative citation is for the cleanup of junk and debris.  She stated that the violation 
was abated and explained that the pending assessment included the citation penalty and the cost 
of cleanup.

Jessie Price stated that he is the brother of Leslie Price, the owner of the property.  He explained 
that his home went into foreclosure and that Leslie and his father helped him obtained this house.  
He stated that his sister was in Ireland when the citation came to her house. He stated that he had 
pulled permits for construction on the property.  He reviewed that construction is messy and that 
sheetrock and ceiling tiles were on the driveway for some time.  He recalled that these items 
were cleaned up from the driveway before the reinspection.  He stated he was not aware of the 
citation because it was addressed to his sister and she was in Ireland.  He commented that there 
were windows leaned up against the garage wall.  He stated that he was waiting for the Realtor to 
remove the lockbox from the front door.  He stated that items in the back yard were aluminum 
intended to be recycled which he kept out of view.  He stated the windows were being kept for 
use in his girlfriend's greenhouse in the spring.  He stated nothing was posted on the front door,
which he would have seen during his daily visits to the property to work on it.

Commissioner Rosand asked if the pictures reflect a majority of what was there or if he had 
removed much of the items on the 13th.  Mr. Price stated that the pictures show most of what 
was there.  He explained that there were some buckets in the back used for moving dirt and rock 
around for landscaping.  He stated from the back of the yard, it is half a block to Hanson
Boulevard.  The items were not visible from that distance.

Chairman Wessling asked about the carpeting and padding.  Mr. Price stated that new carpet was 
being installed.  The carpet layer did not pick these up when he left.
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Commissioner Rosand confirmed that the city is not required to post the property but only mail 
out a notice.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande clarified that properties are posted and a 
citation is mailed for long but that for junk and debris, a citation is only mailed directly to the 
property owner.

Chairman Wessling stated that staff had done their job. He explained that items had been left out 
for some time.  Mr. Price stated that construction permits had been pulled.  He asked about items 
that were taken and that are not garbage and debris.

Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande asked what property he was referring to.  Mr. Price stated 
that there were windows, a bucket and trim to be used on the outside windows.  He asked if a 
construction site, with permits pulled, would still be considered a violation.

Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande stated that by city policy, if there is an open permit for 
construction, the materials can stay there but exterior storage in the yard cannot stay there 
indefinitely. She stated that the items would need to be contained in a dumpster when there are 
open permits by code.

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER VANDE LINDE, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER 
ROSAND, IN CASE 12-08V, THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS 
RECOMMENDS THE CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE SPECIAL ASSESSMENT OF $683.50 
IN ITS ENTIRETY.

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

3. CASE 12-09V – JON SMOLUCH – 10522 FOLEY BOULEVARD – SPECIAL 
ASSESSMENT OBJECTION (Agenda Item 7)

Chairman Wessling asked staff for comments.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande stated that 
the pending assessment is for a variety of items such as expired vehicle tabs, junk and debris 
stored exteriorly and their cleanup, and lack of garbage service at the property.  She stated that 
there is an excessive consumption fee for having to visit the property more than once in a 12-
month period for the same reason.

Chairman Wessling asked about the fees as there are two amounts shown.  Housing and Zoning 
Coordinator Bennett clarified that of the two figures listed, one represents the assessment amount 
if paid by the date the roll goes before Council for adoption and the second one includes an 
administrative assessment fee.  She stated that the assessment amount should be that one 
included in the case report—the one without the administrative fee.  She confirmed that it is 
$2,873.50 in this case.

Mr. Jon Smoluch, 9741 Foley Blvd, Coon Rapids, stated that this is rental property.  He 
reviewed that the property has cost him a lot more beyon this fine.  He stated that he would have 
the renters clean up the property but then they would make another mess with new items.  He 
stated that the renters told him they would sue him if he touched their car.  He stated that the 
renters stopped making rent payments.  He agreed that he could have towed their car or cleaned 
up their items but then he would have been sued for their values.  He stated that he was evicting 
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the renters and had written to city staff asking for their patience but instead continued to 
accumulate fines.  He stated that it was out of his control to make the renters act responsibly.  He 
stated that it took a month to get the house back in order as the renters tore off countertops and 
destroyed kitchen appliances.  He asked for tolerance and forgiveness.  He added that the 
property has been cleaned up and is being shown to new renters.

Commissioner Vande Linde asked when the renters were evicted.  Mr. Smoluch stated they were 
evicted on January 23 with the sheriff's involvement.  He noted that he moved as quickly as 
possible to rectify things.

Commissioner Vande Linde asked when the unlawful detainer complaint was filed.  
Mr. Smoluch stated that it was entered on December 16.  He stated that he was speaking with 
Adam at the city. He told staff that he was evicting the renters and explained what was
happening.

Commissioner Rosand asked how long the renters lived at the property.  Mr. Smoluch stated that 
they lived there for four months.  He required that they obtain garbage service which they did but 
that they did not pay for this service. He stated that this was the apparent reason the garbage 
service was stopped.

Chairman Wessling asked what Mr. Smoluch will do to prevent this in the future.  Mr. Smoluch 
stated that he will pay for garbage service himself which will help considerably.

Commissioner Thorup asked if he has considered getting references for the renters from previous 
landlords.  Mr. Smoluch stated that the people were from out of state and had lived with a 
relative who he believes would provide a good reference.  He stated they had good credit when 
they applied.

Commissioner Rosand commented that these circumstances are risks of having renters. She 
stated that the owner is responsible for the property.  She commented that the city did their work 
as they are supposed to do.

Commissioner Vande Linde stated that Mr. Smoluch cannot tow someone else's personal 
property and he was under the threat of being sued.  He commented that it is not known who the 
car was registered to.  He suggested taking money off to account for this.  He recommended 
keeping the one citation.

Commissioner Vande Linde stated the summary shows three administration fees and asked for 
clarification.  Assistant City Attorney Brodie stated that the difference may be that half of the 
last fine was forgiven as the property came into compliance and that this explains why there are 
different fees listed.  He stated that the code was changed a few years ago to make the landlord 
responsible for the property.  He reviewed that the landlord has the option of recourse and can 
sue his tenants.

Housing and Zoning Coordinator Bennett confirmed that $2873.50 is the amount that will go 
before Council.  She stated that if it is paid before it goes to Council, the administrative fees will 
not be included.
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MOTION BY COMMISSIONER THORUP, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER ROSAND, IN 
CASE 12-09V, THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS RECOMMENDS THE 
CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE SPECIAL ASSESSMENT OF $2,873.50 IN ITS ENTIRETY.

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

4. CASE 12-11V – LARISA POKHILCHUK – 11734 JONQUIL STREET – SPECIAL 
ASSESSMENT OBJECTION (Agenda Item 9)

Chairman Wessling asked for staff comment.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande stated that 
the citations are for parking off pavement and boulevard encroachments.  She reviewed the 
background noting the total fees were reduced because the property owner came into 
compliance.

Larisa Pokhilchuk, 11738 Jonquil Street NW, stated she is the owner of this rental property.  She 
stated that the trailer was off the pavement.  She stated that 4-1/2 years ago Adam was the 
inspector regarding this same issue.  She commented that at that time they put rocks and bricks 
under the wheels, and when Adam reinspected they were told this arrangement was acceptable as 
long as the bricks were under the wheels of the trailer.  She stated that when this letter came, her 
husband added more bricks around the trailer so they would be visible from the street.  She stated 
that when the letter came, it went to her rental property where five children live and it was 
misplaced. The letter was given to her weeks later.  She stated regarding the basketball hoop that
she never saw the letter.  She explained that when the second letter came, they removed the 
hoop. She explained that she lives at 11738 Jonquil and that 11734 is the rental property next 
door.  She stated that when Adam came the second time, her husband was home and spoke with 
Adam.   She stated that Adam told them the trailer was okay.

Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande stated that there is a new database since 2008, and the 
records now show the owner and tax payer address is 11734 Jonquil.  She stated that the rocks 
are not compliant but that bricks are.  Ms. Pokhilchuk stated that the bricks were under the trailer 
wheels and not visible from the street.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande stated that the 
rocks are not in compliance and that the bricks need to be under the entire trailer.  
Mr. Pokhilchuk addressed the Board and stated that he put the bricks under each tire and that 
Adam inspected this.  He stated that the bricks are not visible from the street and are not visible 
in the picture.  He explained that the picture was taken from the street.

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER VANDE LINDE, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER 
SPANO-MADDEN, IN CASE 12-11V, THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS 
RECOMMENDS THE CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE SPECIAL ASSESSMENT OF $1,200 
IN ITS ENTIRETY.

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

Chair Wessling confirmed for the appellant that staff's recommendation was affirmed.
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5. CASE 12-14V – MAYLI VANG – 1093 94TH LANE NW – SPECIAL ASSESSMENT 
OBJECTION (Agenda Item 10)

Chairman Wessling asked for staff comments.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande reviewed 
the background and addressed items listed in the property owner’s objection. She stated that the 
property owner noted in her objection that some items were not removed.  She explained that 
some items are not removed as they are allowed to be stored outside such as lawnmowers, a grill, 
and a patio set.  She stated that an unopened bag of leaves is not something that the City will 
remove.  She stated that the City did not clean up undamaged flower pots or garden stakes.

Mayli Vang, 1093 94th Lane NW, stated she had a new neighbor move in after she had been 
living in the community for ten years. She stated that this neighbor has complained about her 
continuously and yells at her kids whenever they are outside.  She stated that she is harassed by 
this neighbor.  She stated that some of these items have been on the property for ten years.  She 
stated that the only thing present in the front yard was related to her changing oil recently.  She 
stated that the other items were in the back yard.  She stated she does not feel safe where she 
lives due to this neighbor.  She stated she does not have a junk house and that her property is not 
junk.  She stated that she loves the neighborhood.  She stated that when she received the January 
letter, she called the city right away. She stated that she did not receive a letter in September.  
She asked if the assessment could be reduced or waived.

Chairman Wessling asked for confirmation that Ms. Vang did not receive the September letter.  
Ms. Vang stated that her sister lived at the property and that maybe her kids took the letter but 
she never saw it. She received the January letter that said she would be assessed.

Commissioner Rosand asked if Ms. Vang noticed that some items were missing.  Ms. Vang 
stated that she thought her husband had taken the items or that her sister had.  She commented 
that not all of the items were taken so she did not notice it.

Commissioner Thorup stated that on September 16 the items were taken.  She stated there was a 
question in October of whether the property was vacant.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande 
stated that the property was being fixed up and items were removed, but that the property owner 
continued to reside there.  She confirmed that the inspector was initially at the property on 
September 1.

Chairman Wessling stated that the property was reinspected on September 16 and abated on 
September 16.  He asked about the fees.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande reviewed the 
initial citation and cleanup fee add up to $631.

Chairman Wessling stated that communication with the property owner in October and 
November did not relate to the citation.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande confirmed that in 
October staff investigated to see if the property was vacant.  The City posted the property to shut 
off the water and the homeowner contacted the city to confirm that the water was to be kept on.  
She indicated that although no one lived at the property at the time they were actively working 
on it and planned to move back in. She added that the contact from the city inspector was to 
verify that the property was not an unlicensed rental and it was confirmed that the property was 
not a rental property.
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Ms. Vang stated that in September she was having family issues.  She eventually got money to 
replace the carpet and moved her things out while this was being done.

Commissioner Rosand asked about a fee that related to a question of unlicensed rental, which 
was the result of inquiries by a neighbor and code enforcement staff.  Neighborhood Coordinator 
DeGrande confirmed that it was not an unlicensed rental property.

Commissioner Vande Linde stated that the homeowner is responsible for her property.  
Commissioner Spano-Madden stated that she has difficulty with the case because the homeowner 
did not receive notification and the rules are that they should receive it.

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER THORUP, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER 
VANDE LINDE, IN CASE 12-14V, THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS 
RECOMMENDS THE CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE SPECIAL ASSESSMENT OF $631 IN 
ITS ENTIRETY.

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

Commissioner Thorup asked whether the city could promote the use of storage sheds that do not 
require a permit.  She recommended that this be included in the upcoming city newsletter to 
prevent the accumulation of items kept in yards, which leads to citations.

Chairman Wessling asked the name of parties waiting to be heard. Mr. Shimota replied.  It was 
noted that Mr. Shimota’s objection was not on this agenda.

Housing and Zoning Coordinator Bennett explained that Mr. Shimota’s objection to the proposed 
assessment was not received by the city clerk prior to or at the February 8 City Council hearing
as required, and that it was not received by staff until February 9. She stated that her office sent 
a letter to Mr. Shimota explaining why his objection was not accepted and why it would not be 
included on this agenda.  In response to Mr. Shimota’s question, Ms. Bennett stated that it had 
been mailed to him the previous Friday.  Mr. Shimota stated he had been out of town.

Chairman Wessling explained that Mr. Shimota’s case would not be heard tonight.

Chairman Wessling recessed the meeting at 8:00 p.m.

Chairman Wessling reconvened the meeting at 8:12 p.m.

6. CASE 12-03V – BRUCE NELSON – 2961 121ST AVENUE NW – SPECIAL 
ASSESSMENT OBJECTION (Agenda Item 1)

Chairman Wessling reviewed the background on the case. He stated that staff did what was 
necessary.  Commissioner Rosand commented that it was an unlicensed rental property.

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER ROSAND, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER 
SPANO-MADDEN, IN CASE 12-03V, THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS 
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RECOMMENDS THE CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE SPECIAL ASSESSMENT OF $1,500 
IN ITS ENTIRETY.

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

7. CASE 12-03V – GERALD PATT – 2121 109TH AVENUE NW – SPECIAL 
ASSESSMENT OBJECTION (Agenda Item 2)

Chairman Wessling reviewed the background on the case.  He commented that a friend of the 
property owner moved out but did not clean up the property.

Commissioner Rosand stated that the property is the responsibility of the property owner.

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER THORUP, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER 
SPANO-MADDEN, IN CASE 12-04V, THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS 
RECOMMENDS THE CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE SPECIAL ASSESSMENT OF $741 IN 
ITS ENTIRETY.

Commissioner Thorup stated that there is a discrepancy in the amount stated in her motion. She 
stated the amount should be $681.

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER VANDE LINDE, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER 
ROSAND, TO AMEND THE MOTION TO INDICATE A SPECIAL ASSESMENT AMOUNT 
OF $681.

THE MOTION TO AMEND PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

THE MOTION AS AMENDED PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

8. CASE 12-06V (Agenda Item 4)

It was noted that this case number is not assigned.

9. CASE 12-07V – BARBARA CURRY BY DAVID CURRY – 2190 COON RAPIDS 
BOULEVARD – SPECIAL ASSESSMENT OBJECTION (Agenda Item 5)

Chairman Wessling reviewed the background on the case.

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER ROSAND, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER THORUP, IN 
CASE 12-07V, THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS RECOMMENDS THE 
CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE SPECIAL ASSESSMENT OF $600 IN ITS ENTIRETY.

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.
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10. CASE 12-10V – DERREK RAND ABENDROTH – 10640 ARROWHEAD STREET –
SPECIAL ASSESSMENT OBJECTION (Agenda Item 8)

Chairman Wessling reviewed the background on the case.  He asked if the parking was 
compliant.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande confirmed that the property was compliant on 
October 11.

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER THORUP, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER 
VANDE LINDE, IN CASE 12-10V, THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS 
RECOMMENDS THE CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE SPECIAL ASSESSMENT OF $3,000 
IN ITS ENTIRETY.

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

11. CASE 12-12V – THOMAS DURKIN – 11106 HANSON BOULEVARD – SPECIAL 
ASSESSMENT OBJECTION (Agenda Item 12)

Chairman Wessling reviewed the background on the case.  He asked whether the property is now 
in compliance.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande stated that as of November 7, the property 
is in compliance.  She stated it is a rental property.

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER VANDE LINDE, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER 
ROSAND, IN CASE 12-12V, THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS 
RECOMMENDS THE CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE SPECIAL ASSESSMENT OF $1,200 
IN ITS ENTIRETY.

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

12. CASE 12-13V – KIMMARIE HAGEN – 2441 112TH LANE NW – SPECIAL 
ASSESSMENT OBJECTION (Agenda Item 13)

Chairman Wessling reviewed the background on the case.  He asked staff for clarification 
regarding the petitioner’s written objection in which she states that she did not receive any 
citation in October.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande commented that in her December 
discussion with Ms. Hagen about the pending assessments, staff confirmed that both citations 
were sent.  She stated that Ms. Hagen thought there was an error on the city's part because she 
did not receive the October notification when, in fact, both citations had been sent.

Commissioner Rosand asked about the items that were not removed.  Neighborhood Coordinator 
DeGrande stated that with the size of the yard and the number of items, it would be difficult to 
abate the property.  She stated that they would have needed to bring a vehicle back onto the 
property. She explained that they sent a second notice instead of following through with the 
abatement in an effort to give the property owner time to comply.

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER ROSAND, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER THORUP, IN 
CASE 12-13V, THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS RECOMMENDS THE 
CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE SPECIAL ASSESSMENT OF $600 IN ITS ENTIRETY.
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THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

13. CASE 12-15V – KEMET JOLLY – 422 109TH AVENUE NW – SPECIAL 
ASSESSMENT OBJECTION (Agenda Item 11)

Chairman Wessling reviewed the background on the case.  He noted that the homeowner was on 
vacation.  Neighborhood Coordinator DeGrande stated that they received notice from Connexus 
on October 17 and Center Point Energy on October 6 that service was disconnected.  She 
reviewed that in June there was a sheriff’s sale. She stated that they received notification to shut 
off the water on November 8. She explained that following these disconnect dates, and after not 
hearing from the property owner, it was assumed that the property was vacant.  She stated the 
written objection states the homeowner was just on vacation.  She stated that they abated several 
items as the property was thought to be abandoned.

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER VANDE LINDE, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER 
SPANO-MADDEN, IN CASE 12-15V, THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS 
RECOMMENDS THE CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE SPECIAL ASSESSMENT OF $1,886 
IN ITS ENTIRETY.

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

14. CASE 12-16V – CARLY HANSON – 10521 PALM STREET – SPECIAL 
ASSESSMENT OBJECTION (Agenda Item 14)

Chairman Wessling reviewed the background on the case.

Commissioner Rosand questioned the 3-1/2 hours it took to abate the property.  Neighborhood 
Coordinator DeGrande stated that this includes the travel time to dispose of the items.

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER ROSAND, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER 
VANDE LINDE, IN CASE 12-16V, THE BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT AND APPEALS 
RECOMMENDS THE CITY COUNCIL AFFIRM THE SPECIAL ASSESSMENT OF $688.50 
IN ITS ENTIRETY.

THE MOTION PASSED UNANIMOUSLY.

15. ADJOURNMENT

MOTION BY COMMISSIONER SPANO-MADDEN, SECOND BY COMMISSIONER
THORUP, TO ADJOURN THE MEETING AT 8:45 P.M.  THE MOTION PASSED 
UNANIMOUSLY.

Respectfully submitted,
Beth Bostrom
Board of Adjustment and Appeals Secretary



   

Board of Adjustment and Appeals - Regular Session   1.           
Meeting Date: 08/02/2012  

Subject: Special Assessment Objection, Angie and John Heck, 3101 116th Lane NW, 16-31-24-22-0084,

Case 12-18V

From: Kristin DeGrande, Neighborhood Coordinator

INTRODUCTION

Unpaid penalties and/or costs associated with code enforcement action against the subject property in the amount of

$226 are proposed to be assessed against the property.  The property owner has filed an objection to the assessment.

BACKGROUND & CONSIDERATIONS

The amount of $226 is for securing the property.

A City inspector went out to the property on May 25, 2012, to investigate junk and debris in the yard.  Upon

inspection, it was also found that the attached garage was open and unsecured.  The inspector was unable to close

the overhead garage door, so the City's contractor was called out to close and secure it with a chain and lock.  Upon

direction from the Coon Rapids' Fire and Police departments, City staff secure homes immediately for public safety

reasons when the primary structure is left open or if there is access into an attached garage.  The City's cost of

securing the property is being assessed to the property.

Additionally, an Administrative Citation for the exterior storage of junk and debris was issued on May 29, 2012,

with a compliance date of June 5, 2012.  The citation had been addressed to the property owner as listed on Anoka

County records at that time and sent to the property address.  The items were still there upon re-inspection on June

6, 2012, so the items were abated by the City's contractor later that day.  New owner Angie Heck called the City on

June 20, 2012, wondering if the City had been out to the property to clean up the items in the yard.  She provided a

copy of her HUD-1 to City staff showing that she and her husband purchased the house on May 23, 2012.  Since the

Administrative Citation had been addressed to the previous owner and within days of the closing, staff

administratively removed the assessments related to this citation ($300 Administrative Citation penalty and $566

in abatement costs).

Staff did not remove the $226 cost for securing the property since the home was found unsecured on May 25, 2012. 

Although it was after the new buyers closed on the house, City had been monitoring the property as a vacant

property prior to securing the garage and was unaware that the property had sold.

ACTION REQUESTED

In the Case 12-18V, it is requested that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals recommend the City Council affirm

the $226 special assessment in its entirety. 

Attachments

Supporting Documents

























   

Board of Adjustment and Appeals - Regular Session   2.           
Meeting Date: 08/02/2012  

Subject: Special Assessment Objection, Counselor Realty for Federal National Mortgage Association,

11915 Wintergreen Street NW, 11-31-24-42-0011, Case 12-19V

From: Kristin DeGrande, Neighborhood Coordinator

INTRODUCTION

Unpaid penalties and/or abatement costs associated with code enforcement action against the subject property in the

amount of $791 are proposed to be assessed against the property.  The property owner's Realtor has filed an

objection to the proposed assessment.

BACKGROUND & CONSIDERATIONS

The amount of $791 is for an Administrative Citation penalty for the exterior storage of junk and debris ($300) and

the removal/abatement costs of these items ($491).

A City inspector went out to the property on June 1, 2012, to investigate junk and debris (tires,

a television, remodeling materials, shelving, garbage, scrap wood, window screen, fallen tree, and miscellaneous

items on the deck) in the yard.  An Administrative Citation was issued on June 4, 2012, with a compliance date of

June 11, 2012.  Some of the items were still there during the re-inspection on June 12, 2012, so they were

removed/abated by the City's contractor later that day.  Items abated include:  scrap wood, dog house, bungie

cords, and miscellaneous litter. 

Realtor Shannon Melloy with Counselor Realty is appealing on behalf of the owner Federal National Mortgage

Association.

ACTION REQUESTED

In Case 12-19V, it is requested that the Board of Adjustments and Appeals recommend the City Council affirm the

$791 special assessment in its entirety.

Attachments

Supporting Documents











































   

Board of Adjustment and Appeals - Regular Session   3.           
Meeting Date: 08/02/2012  

Subject: Special Assessment Objection, Greg and Gary Dehn of Premier McKay LLC, 3789 Coon Rapids

Blvd, 17-31-24-21-0045, Case 12-20V

From: Kristin DeGrande, Neighborhood Coordinator

INTRODUCTION

Unpaid penalties and/or abatement costs associated with code enforcement action against the subject property in the

amount of $600 are proposed to be assessed against the property.  The property owner has filed an objection to the

proposed assessment.

BACKGROUND & CONSIDERATIONS

The amount of $600 is for two $300 Administrative Citation penalties for long grass. 

 

A City inspector went out to the property on May 14, 2012, and found the grass/weeds over 8” tall.  The property

was posted with an Administrative Citation and a copy was sent to the property owner at the mailing address

registered with Anoka County.  The compliance date was May 21, 2012, and the re-inspection took place on May

22, 2012, at which time the grass/weeds had not been cut so the property was sent for abatement and was mowed

by a City crew on May 23, 2012.  The first $300 citation penalty was assessed.  File notes show that the copy of the

citation was returned to City Hall by US Mail as 'undeliverable/unable to forward' on May 18, 2012.

 

A City inspector went out to the property again on June 8, 2012, and found the grass/weeds over 8” tall.  The

property was posted with an Administrative Citation and a copy was sent to the property owner (again returned). 

The compliance date was June 15, 2012, and the re-inspection took place on June 18, 2012, at which time the

grass/weeds had not been cut so the property was sent for abatement and was mowed by a City crew on June 19,

2012.  The crew noted that the grass was between 8” – 14” tall at the time of abatement.  The second $300 citation

penalty was assessed.

ACTION REQUESTED

In Case 12-20V, it is requested that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals recommend the City Council affirm the

$600 special assessment in its entirety.

Attachments

Supporting Documents







































   

Board of Adjustment and Appeals - Regular Session   4.           
Meeting Date: 08/02/2012  

Subject: Special Assessment Objection, CitiMortgage Inc., 559 109th Avenue NW, 13-31-24-34-0063,

Case 12-21V

From: Kristin DeGrande, Neighborhood Coordinator

INTRODUCTION

Unpaid penalties and/or abatement costs associated with code enforcement action against the subject property in the

amount of $1,454.50 are proposed to be assessed against the property.  The property owner has filed an objection to

the proposed assessment.

BACKGROUND & CONSIDERATIONS

The amount of $1,454.50 includes an Administrative Citation penalty for the exterior storage of junk and debris

($300), the removal/abatement costs of these items ($283.50), an Administrative Citation penalty for securing a

vacant property ($300), the costs to secure the property ($271), and an Administrative Citation penalty for long

grass ($300).

 

A City inspector went out to the property on May 7, 2012, to investigate the exterior storage of junk and debris in

the yard at which time they also noticed that the overhead garage door and two garage windows were unsecured. 

An Administrative Citation was issued on May 8, 2012, for the exterior storage with a compliance date of May 15,

2012.  The items were still there upon re-inspection on May 18, 2012, so the items were abated by the City’s

contractor later that day.  Items abated included: many bags of sand, topsoil, and mulch; carpeting remnants;

household garbage; brush; and an inoperative gas grill.

 

On the same date as the initial inspection, an Administrative Citation was also issued for the unsecured garage. 

Since the garage was a detached garage, the City inspector did not immediately secure the structure but instead

issued a Citation to the property owner giving the owner the opportunity to secure the garage.  The overhead garage

door was off its track and left partially open, the two garage windows were both without glass and partially covered

with clear packing tape, and the service door was left open as well.  The compliance date was set for May 15,

2012.  Upon re-inspection on May 18, 2012, there had been no change so the City’s contractor boarded the two

windows, cut the cable on the overhead door and secured the overhead door from inside, and installed a lock on to

the service door.

 

A City inspector went out to the property on May 10, 2012, to inspect the property for long grass.  Grass/weeds

were found to be 8” – 12” in height so an Administrative Citation was posted at the property and a copy sent to the

property owner.  The compliance date was set for May 17, 2012, and the re-inspection took place on May 18, 2012,

at which time the grass/weeds had not been cut so the property was sent for abatement and was mowed by a City

crew on May 23, 2012.

 

Neighbors had reported this property vacant on May 1, 2012, and all Administrative Citations were sent to the

property owner of record on file at Anoka County at that time.

ACTION REQUESTED

In Case 12-21V, it is requested that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals recommend the City Council affirm the



In Case 12-21V, it is requested that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals recommend the City Council affirm the

$1,454.50 special assessment in its entirety.

Attachments

Supporting Documents







































































   

Board of Adjustment and Appeals - Regular Session   5.           
Meeting Date: 08/02/2012  

Subject: Special Assessment Objection, Jeffrey Worms, Undeveloped Residential Lots East of 10212

Mississippi Blvd, 21-31-24-44-0052, Case 12-22V

From: Kristin DeGrande, Neighborhood Coordinator

INTRODUCTION

Unpaid penalties and/or abatement costs associated with code enforcement action against the subject property in the

amount of $300 are proposed to be assessed against the property.  The property owner has filed an objection to the

proposed assessment.

BACKGROUND & CONSIDERATIONS

The amount of $300 is for an Administrative Citation penalty for parking off pavement. 

 

A City inspector went out to the property on March 10, 2011, to investigate trailers being parked off pavement on

undeveloped property located west of 10200 Mississippi Boulevard.  The subject property consists of four

individual vacant parcels that are under single ownership and control.  The property owner has stated his

intention to construct a single-family residence on the site.  The inspector observed a camper and large work trailer

parked off pavement on the site; there is no improved parking surface on the property.  The inspector decided to

pursue this matter later in the season after the snow cover had melted, which is a normal practice for parking off

pavement cases.

The inspector revisited the  property on April 12, 2011, and found no change, so an Administrative Citation was

issued on April 19, 2011, with a compliance date of April 29, 2011.  The property owner appealed the citation on

April 22, 2011, requesting an extension of the compliance deadline.  The property owner met with the City’s

hearing examiner on this same date and entered into an Agreement with the City that he would bring the property

into compliance with City Code by June 1, 2011.  The owner agreed to pay the administrative penalty by June 15,

2011, if compliance was not achieved.  It was noted at the time of this meeting that a valid permit for construction

on the property, if obtained, would allow the continued parking of the work trailer and other construction

vehicles/equipment on the property throughout the construction period without further violation of City Code.  (As

of this writing, no building permit has been obtained.)  The Agreement, a copy of which is attached, states that the

petitioner must remedy the deficiencies (the violation) and pay any agreed fines within the time periods

specified and that unpaid fines may be subject to penalty and collected or levied against the property. 

By entering into the Agreement, the petitioner waived his right to further appeal.

The property owner may object to this process, however, he has agreed to pay the $300 Administrative Citation

penalty, including by levy against the property and collection in the same manner as taxes.

ACTION REQUESTED

In Case 12-22V, it is requested that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals recommend the City Council affirm the

$300 special assessment in its entirety.

Attachments



Supporting Documents





















   

Board of Adjustment and Appeals - Regular Session   6.           
Meeting Date: 08/02/2012  

Subject: Special Assessment Objection, James Verdich, 2028 105th Avenue NW, 22-31-24-31-0113, Case

12-23V

From: Kristin DeGrande, Neighborhood Coordinator

INTRODUCTION

An unpaid penalty associated with rental licensing enforcement action against the subject property in the amount of

$500 has been proposed to be assessed against the property.  The property owner has filed an objection to the

proposed assessment.

BACKGROUND & CONSIDERATIONS

The amount of $500 is for a Rental Violation Citation penalty. 

A City housing inspector first sent a letter to the property owner in October 2011 letting him know that he is

allowed to have up to two roommates or roomers living in the house with him, and that any more than two would

require a rental dwelling license.  The property owner stated that he had only two roommates and that one was

moving out. 

On January 12, 2012, the Coon Rapids Police Department began working on a "zero tolerance" file for this

property due to the numerous disturbances and police calls.

On January 18, 2012, an Administrative Citation was issued to the property owner after a police report

documented three roommates living at the property.  The compliance date was set at February 15, 2012, to give

notice to and have someone move out.  On January 23, 2012, the property owner called the housing inspector to say

that someone was moving out and that he had only one remaining roommate.  The inspector told him that if that

was the case, the Administrative Citation would not be charged at that time but that it would be applied immediately

if any new police reports came in proving otherwise. 

On March 19, 2012, another police report came in documenting three roommates living at this property. 

This police report triggered the charging/assessing of the citation penalty.  City staff consulted with the Legal

Department and understood they were instructed to use the Rental Violation Citation penalties instead of the

Administrative Citation penalties because this property is under a police "zero tolerance" status and given the

nature of the violation.  The initial citation penalty under the Administrative Citation process is $300; under the

Licensing of Rental Dwelling regulations initial penalties for violations relating to the license can be as high as

$500.  A penalty amount of $500 was assessed to the property.  Upon further review from staff, it has been decided

that the City should in fact charge only the $300 Administrative Citation penalty that has been sent to the property

owner and not a $500 penalty for a Rental Violation Citation (which was not issued).

On March 19th, a second Rental Violation Citation was issued with a compliance date of April 23, 2012.  Police

Department reported three roommates still living in the property as of March 28, 2012.  The property owner left a

handful of messages for City staff and several attempts were made unsuccessfully by City staff to return those calls

throughout March and April.  The busy spring season began and the re-inspection was delayed.

On July 12, 2012, another Police report came in documenting too many roomers living at the property and the



second Rental Violation Citation penalty was assessed to the property on July 16, 2012.  This Citation is not part of

the current appeal since it was assessed after the cut off date for this special assessment roll.  City staff continues to

work with the property owner to bring this property into compliance.

ACTION REQUESTED

In Case 12-23V, it is requested that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals recommend the City Council reduce the

special assessment of $500 down to $300.

Attachments

Supporting Documents
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Meeting Date: 08/02/2012  

Subject: Special Assessment Objection, Tiffany Crawford, 12400 Thrush Street NW, 10-31-24-22-0106,

Case 12-24V

From: Kristin DeGrande, Neighborhood Coordinator

INTRODUCTION

Unpaid penalties and/or abatement costs associated with rental licensing enforcement action against the subject

property in the amount of $2,100 are proposed to be assessed against the property.  The property owner has filed an

objection to the proposed assessment.

BACKGROUND & CONSIDERATIONS

The amount of $2,100 is for three Administrative Citations ($300, $600, and $1,200) for failure to renew a rental

dwelling license.

The rental license on this rental property expired on and was due to be renewed on January 1, 2012.  A City

housing inspector sent the property owner a reminder notice on November 29, 2011, but the letter was unanswered

by the property owner and nothing appeared on Anoka County records showing a change of address or a pending

foreclosure (checked whenever the city sends out renewal letters).  Still with an expired rental license and no

contact from the property owner, the City sent an Administrative Citation on February 22, 2012, with a compliance

date of March 15, 2012. 

The property owner did not renew the rental license, so another Administrative Citation ($600) was issued on

March 22, 2012, with a compliance date of April 6, 2012, to get the property licensed.  Still without contact from

the property owner, another Administrative Citation ($1,200) was issued on May 25, 2012, with a compliance date

of June 15, 2012.  The City still did not hear from the property owner and yet another Administrative Citation

($2,400) was issued on June 18, 2012, with a compliance date of July 9, 2012.  This last citation penalty is not

being considered at this time since it was assessed against the property after the cut-off date for this special

assessment roll. 

The property owner did contact the City for the first time on July 9, 2012, regarding the pending assessments and

claimed that she didn't realize that she needed a rental license if she didn't have a tenant living there.  She did state

that people have been living in the home but that they don't pay rent and are only there to look after the property. 

The City requires a rental license regardless of whether the persons living at the property pay rent.  Anoka County

records now show that the property is going through foreclosure and that the sheriff's sale took place on January 13,

2012. 

ACTION REQUESTED

In Case 12-24V, it is requested that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals recommend the City Council affirm the

$2,100 special assessment in its entirety.

Attachments

Supporting Documents





















   

Board of Adjustment and Appeals - Regular Session   8.           
Meeting Date: 08/02/2012  

Subject: Special Assessment Objection, Dennis Blue, 11227 Crocus Street NW, 16-31-24-42-0045, Case

12-25V

From: Kristin DeGrande, Neighborhood Coordinator

INTRODUCTION

Unpaid penalties and/or abatement costs associated with code enforcement action against the subject property in the

amount of $1,350 are proposed to be assessed against the property.  The property owner has filed an objection to the

proposed assessment.

BACKGROUND & CONSIDERATIONS

The amount of $1,350 is for an Excessive Consumption of Services fee ($150), two Administrative Citation

penalties for exterior storage of junk and debris (first at $300, second at $600), and an Administrative Citation

penalty ($300) for expired tabs on a vehicle.

A City inspector went out to the property on April 19, 2012, to investigate exterior storage of junk and debris in the

yard and observed numerous tires, televisions, a truck topper, and pallets and crates full of miscellaneous items.  An

Administrative Citation was issued on April 30, 2012, with a compliance date of May 7, 2012.  This

citation triggered a $150 Excessive Consumption of Services fee since the City had been out to this property on two

or more occasions within the previous twelve month period which resulted in citations being issued.  Upon

re-inspection on May 8, 2012, many of the original items were gone but many new items were on site including

various appliances, lawn mowers, hand held carts, scrap metal, building materials, and other miscellaneous items. 

The $300 citation was assessed but since many new items had been added, the violations was not abated. 

During the inspection on May 8, 2012, the inspector also noted that a van on the property had expired license plate

tabs and an Administrative Citation ($300) for this violation was issued with a compliance date of May 17, 2012. 

Upon re-inspection on May 18, 2012, the tabs were still expired so the $300 Citation was assessed.

Since the property was still not in compliance regarding exterior storage of junk and debris, a second

Administrative Citation ($600) was issued for this violation on May 10, 2012 with a compliance date of May 17,

2012.  Upon re-inspection on May 18, 2012, the property still was not compliant and many new items were found

on site so the $600 citation penalty was assessed but, again, the items were not abated. 

Two additional Administrative Citations were issued on May 22, 2012, for the exterior storage of items (the third

for $1,200) and the expired tabs on a vehicle (the second for $600).  The compliance date was set for May 29,

2012, for each citation.  Upon re-inspection on May 30, 2012, the property was found to be compliant so neither of

these citation fees were assessed to the property.

ACTION REQUESTED

In Case 12-25V, it is requested that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals recommend City Council affirm the

$1,350 special assessment in its entirety.

Attachments



Attachments

Supporting Documents







































   

Board of Adjustment and Appeals - Regular Session   9.           
Meeting Date: 08/02/2012  

Subject: Special Assessment Objection, Steven Palmer, 11916 Kerry Street NW, 09-31-24-32-0083, Case

12-26V

From: Kristin DeGrande, Neighborhood Coordinator

INTRODUCTION

Unpaid penalties and/or abatement costs associated with code enforcement action against the subject property in the

amount of $300 are proposed to be assessed against the property.  The property owner has filed an objection to the

proposed assessment.

BACKGROUND & CONSIDERATIONS

The amount of $300 is for an Administrative Citation penalty for expired tabs on a vehicle.

A City inspector went out to the property on June 7, 2012, to investigate a vehicle with expired registration tabs. 

The tabs had expired in September 2011 so an Administrative Citation was issued and sent to the property owner

giving them until June 14, 2012, to either bring the registration up to date and display new tabs on the vehicle or to

move the vehicle inside the garage or to another storage area.  The re-inspection took place on June 15, 2012, and

the inspector found that the property owner did not come into compliance, so the $300 citation penalty was assessed. 

Since the property was still not in compliance, a second Administrative Citation ($600) was issued on June 18,

2012, with a compliance date of June 25, 2012.  Upon re-inspection for this citation, the inspector found that the

property owner brought his vehicle into compliance.  Because this was the second citation for the same violation,

City Code provides for one-half of the citation penalty to be waived for achieving compliance and that half will

be incurred by the property owner.  This penalty is not being considered at this time because it was incurred after

the cut-off date for this special assessment roll.  If left unpaid, it will appear on the next roll for special assessments.

The property owner has submitted a receipt that he paid for the renewal of his license tabs on June 11, 2012, but the

current tabs were not on the vehicle until sometime after the second citation was issued.

ACTION REQUESTED

In Case 12-26V, it is requested that the Board of Adjustment and Appeals recommend the City Council affirm the

$300 special assessment in its entirety.

Attachments

Supporting Documents
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